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Present: 


Faculty of Engineering 
Minutes of Meeting No. 79-8 


of the 


Engineering Faculty Council 
held 


Friday, 23 November 1979 


M.N.S. Swamy (Chairman); Professors Antoniou, Bhattacharyya, 
Guy, Ha, Hanna, Krakow, Lindsay, Nasser, Osman, Russell, 
Sankar, Troitsky, Xistris, Ziogas; Ms. Jirkowsky (Library 
representative); R. Dugal and G. de Bruyn (Student 
representatives); Prof. J.C. Giguere (Secretary) 


Absent with apology: Professors Morgera, Zielinski; B. Smart 


Visitor: 


ie 


Prof. A.S. Ramamurthy 


Council unanimously adopted a motion to approve the pub- 
lished agenda. 


Council unanimously adopted a motion to approve the minutes 
of meeting No. 79-7 with the addition of the name of Dr. 
Guy as among those present. 


Ad hoc committee to study the possibility of granting 
the Ph.D. to holders of the D.Eng. degree 


The Chairman noted that this committee had not met. It 

was determined that its membership consisted of Professors 
Guy, Hanna, Schwelb and Habashi. To be named are one member 
from the Computer Science Department and one graduate 
student. Dr. Giguere will call the first meeting. 


Research 


Prof. Sankar advised Council that Professors Lin and Krakow 
had been awarded two grants extending over a period of three 
years to carry out research on solar energy. The first of 
these valued at $58,000 has been awarded by NSERC, and the 
second valued at $63,000 by the American Society for Heating, 
Refrigeration and Air Conditioning Engineers. 


Admission and residency requirements for Ph.D. 


Prof. Giguere drew Council's attention to Doc. 79-8-3, 
EGSC's recommendations on admission and residency require- 
ments for the Ph.D. programme. It was agreed to consider 
the admission and residency requirements separately. 


M79-8.2 


= Motion 6. Council unanimously adopted a motion to recommend to 

aaa 79-8-3 BGS and Senate the adoption of revised admission 
requirements for the Ph.D. as set out in article 1 of 
Doc. 79-8-3. 


7. There was some discussion concerning the feasibility of 
completing a Ph.D. on a part-time basis, and that a period 
of full-time residency should be made mandatory. It was 
noted in this context that very few part-time candidates 
actually completed their degree requirements. In response 
it was argued that those who did complete had by and 
large submitted theses which had been judged good to 
excellent by the examiners. It was also noted that if a 
Ph.D. candidate had available good research facilities at 
his place of work, he could in fact carry out his research 
more easily there than at the university. Further, it was 
noted that the definition of full-time residency was some- 
what meaningless in that students could do their research 
outside normal working hours. 


The Chairman noted that there were two alternatives which 

would be acceptable. The first was to require a period of 

full-time residency which could be waived by EGSC upon the 

recommendation of the supervisory committee; the second, 

that recommended by EGSC, would be to impose full-time 

residency where the supervisory committee felt that this 
9 was necessary. 


Motion 8. Council adopted a motion to recommend to BGS and Senate 
79-8-4 the adoption of the revised residency requirements as set 
out in article 2 of Doc. 79-8-3. 


(11 for; 4 against) 


9. Prof. Giguere noted that henceforth recommendations for 
admission to a Ph.D. programme would not be considered 
complete unless a potential supervisor had been designated. 


10. Prof. Giguere also agreed that in keeping with Motion 
79-8-3, he would make an editorial modification to the 
Ph.D. degree requirements stressing that those candidates 
admitted to a Ph.D. programme from a cognate discipline 
would likely be required to complete more than the minimum 
course requirements. 


11. Graduate curriculum changes - 1980-81 


Prof. Giguere drew Council's attention to Doc. 79-8-4, 
EGSC's recommendations for changes to graduate course 
offerings. 


Motion 12. Council considered a motion to recommend to BGS the changes 
79-8-5 set out in Doc. 79-8-4, 
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M79-8.3 


Typographical errors were noted in the description of 
ENGR N715. 


Council defeated a motion to make ENGR N615 a prerequisite 
for MECH N632. 


(12 for; 13 against) 
Council unanimously adopted Motion 79-8-5. 
Final examinations for 200 level courses 


It was argued that due to the sensitive nature of the next 
two items on the agenda, the remainder of the meeting 
should be held in camera. It was counter-argued that 
Council had considered sensitive issues before this, for 
example, the cheating issue, and that the meetings had 
been open meetings. 


Council defeated a motion to consider items 6.1 and 6.2 in 
camera. 


(5 for; 6 against; 1 recorded abstention) 


Prof. Giguere drew Council's attention to Doc. 79-8-2 
which contained EUSC's recommendations on this subject. 


Council considered a motion to adopt the recommendation 
contained in Doc. 79-8-2. 


In response to questions, Prof. Giguere noted that with 
the possible exception of CIVI C271, all 200 level 
courses now had final examinations. He did not know 
whether these finals covered the whole course or not as 
copies of final examinations were not held by the Dean's 
office but by the departments. 


Council unanimously adopted a motion to amend Motion 79-8-7 
by insertion of the requirement that the final examina- 
tion cover the complete subject matter of the course. 


It was argued that passing Motion 79-8-7 was meaningless 
Since it appeared to reflect current practice. It was 
also argued that in passing the motion, Council would be 
endorsing current practice and ensuring that it would 
continue in future. 


Council adopted a motion to call the question on Motion 
79-8-7. 


(2 opposed) 
Council approved Motion 79-8-7. 


(9 for; 2-opposed; 2 recorded abstentions) 
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Grade distribution 


Prof. Lindsay drew Council's attention to Doc. 79-8-1 

and gave a brief description of the methods used to obtain 
the data. It was agreed to consider the matter at the next 
meeting of Council. 


Council unanimously adopted a motion to adjourn. 


